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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following is Non-Final Office Action in response to amendment filed October 3, 
2006. Claims 1-48 have been cancelled. Claims 49-81 are pending in this application. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments regarding "a second computer system utilizing metadata to process 
the query and generate a result for the query, in which the metadata utilized to process the query 
was not stored on the second computer system prior to the second computer system receiving the 
request to process the query. " have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Draaijer clearly discloses the second computer system utilizing metadata on "data 
dictionary", 306, Fig.2A to process the query and generate a result for the query, in which the 
metadata utilized to process the query, stored on "data dictionary" 306, not having been stored 
on the second computer system to process the query (col.4, lines 29-40; coL6, lines 59-67 and 
col.8, lines 18-22 and lines 54-67). 

Furthermore, there is no support in the specification showing that the metadata utilized to 
process the query was not stored on the second computer system prior to the second computer 
system receiving the request to process the query. Therefore, the claim rejection under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Draaijer is remained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it , 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 
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3. Claims 49-81 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. In particular, there is no support in the specification showing that the metadata 
utilized to process the query was not stored on the second computer system prior to the second 
computer system receiving the request to process the query . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 49-81 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Draaijer et al. 
(US 5,987,463). 

Regarding claim 49, Draaijer discloses a method for processing a query comprising: 

receiving from a first computer system (client 200, Fig.2A) a request to process 
a query at a second computer system (abstract; col. 2, lines 33-58; col.4, lines 
31-40 and col.8, lines 18-22); 

the second computer system utilizing metadata to process the query and generate 
a result for the query, the metadata utilized to process the query not having been 
stored on the second computer system prior to the second computer system 
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receiving the request to process the query (col.4, lines 29-40; col. 6, lines 59-67); 
and col.8, lines 18-22 and lines 54-67); 

the second computer system returning the result of the query to the first 
computer system (Fig.2A; abstract and col. 13, lines 9-25). 

Regarding claims 50, 61 and 72, Draaijer discloses wherein receiving from a first 
computer system a request to process a query at a second computer system includes receiving 
from a first computer system a request to perform an operation on data not having been stored on 
the second computer system prior to the second computer system receiving the request to process 
the query (col.4, lines 29-40; col.6, lines 59-67); and col.8, lines 18-22 and lines 54-67). 

Regarding claims 51, 62 and 73, Draaijer discloses wherein the query includes the data 
and the metadata required to process the query (col.4, lines 29-40; col.6, lines 59-67); and col.8, 
lines 18-22 and lines 54-67). 

Regarding claims 52, 63 and 74, Draaijer discloses wherein the query includes a pointer 
to the data and the metadata required to process the query (Fig.3A-B and col.l 1, lines 1-14, 
Draaijer discloses a link corresponding to "a pointer"). 

Regarding claims 53, 64 and 75, Draaijer discloses wherein the data and the metadata 
required to process the query are stored on a third computer system (300, Fig.3A-B) separate 
from the second computer system; and the pointer points to the data and the metadata stored on 
the third computer system (Fig.3A-B and colli, lines 1-14). 

Regarding claims 54, 65 and 76, Draaijer discloses wherein the second computer system 
is in communication with the first computer system through a network (network connection 310, 
Fig.3A-B and col. 13, lines 1-8). 
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Regarding claims 55, 66 and 77, Draaijer discloses wherein the network comprises the 
internet (col. 5, lines 47-67). 

Regarding claims 56, 67 and 78, Draaijer discloses wherein the second computer system 
receives the request to process the query from the first computer system in accordance with a 
first internet protocol; and the second computer system processes the query in accordance with a 
second Internet protocol (col.5, lines 47-67 and col. 13, lines 1-8). 

Regarding claims 57, 68 and 79, Draaijer discloses wherein the first computer system 
comprises a client machine and the second computer system comprises a server machine 
(Fig.3A-B). 

Regarding claims 58, 69 and 80, Draaijer discloses wherein the metadata comprises 
information about objects (col. 9, lines 30-40). 

Regarding claims 59, 70 and 81, Draaijer discloses wherein the objects comprise one or 
more objects selected from the group consisting of tables, triggers and indexes (col.9, lines 27- 
44, Draaijer discloses SQL services module that must include objects selected from the group 
consisting of tables, triggers and indexes). 

Regarding claim 60, Draaijer discloses a computer readable medium containing program 
instructions tangibly stored thereon for processing a query, the program instructions comprising 
instructions operable to cause a data processor to: 

receive from a first computer system a request to process a query at a second 
computer system (abstract; col. 2, lines 33-58; col.4, lines 31-40 and col. 8, lines 
18-22); 
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utilize metadata to process the query and generate a result for the query at the 
second computer system, the metadata utilized to process the query not having 
been stored on the second computer system prior to the second computer system 
receiving the request to process the query (col. 4, lines 29-40; col.6, lines 59-67); 
and col.8, lines 18-22 and lines 54-67); and 

return the result of the query from the second computer system to the first 
computer system (Fig.2A; abstract and col. 13, lines 9-25). 

Regarding claim 71, Draaijer discloses a system for processing a query comprising: 

a first computer system to, 

recdve a request to process a query from a second computer system (abstract; 
. col. 2, lines 33-58; col.4, lines 31-40 and col.8, lines 18-22); 
utilizing metadata to process the query and generate a result for the query, the 
metadata utilized to process the query not having been stored on the first 
computer system prior to the first computer system receiving the request to 
process the query (col.4, lines 29-40; col.6, lines 59-67); and col.8, lines 18-22 
and lines 54-67); and 

return the result of the query to the second computer system (Fig.2A; abstract 
and col. 13, lines 9-25). 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hanh B. Thai whose telephone number is 571-272-4029. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8 AM - 4:30 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Don Wong can be reached on 571-272-1834. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Hanh B Thai 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2163 

December 6, 2006 



